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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eUgible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1,114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on January 12, 2006 has been entered. Claims 28- 
35 are presented for examination. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office action can be 
found in a prior office action. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 35 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. In line 3 of claim 35, "Tag" should not be capitalized, i.e. should read "tag." 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
4. Claims 28-31 and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U,S.C, 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Koizumi et al. (USPN 4,789,986) (hereinafter Koizumi). 
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5. As per claim 28, Koizumi teaches the invention as claimed, including a data coincident 
method among elements which connect with other elements located in a nearby area (col. 1 lines 
7-11), comprising the steps of: 

a first step for determining whether or not a previously defined event as a starting trigger 
of a coincidence processing has occurred with respect to one of said elements (col. 3 Unes 4-10; 
col. 4 lines 11-21); 

a second step for acquiring a group of said elements corresponding to said one of said 
elements if said previously defined event has occurred at the first step (col. 3 lines 10-13; col. 4 
lines 13-66); 

a third step for transmitting a coincidence request to said group of elements if said 
pi-eviously defined event has occurred at the first step (col. 5 lines 1-14); 

a fourth step for said elements to transmit a common data in response to said coincidence 
request at the third step (col 5 lines 37-48); 

a fifth step for determining whether or not said common data must be updated (col. 5 line 
49 -col. 6 line 10); and 

a sixth step for updating said common data using data held among a majority of said 
elements and returning to said first step (col. 6 lines 6-36), 

whereby if all of the data are not coincident, coincidence processing is repeated until all 
of the data is coincident (col. 5 lines 14-19; col. 6 lines 33-36). 
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6. As per claim 29, Koizumi teaches the invention as claimed, including the data coincident 
method according to claim 28, wherein said majority is determined to be data obtained a largest 
number of times at the second step (col 1 lines 26-29; col. 6 lines 14-29). 

7. As per claim 30, Koizumi teaches the invention as claimed, including the data coincident 
method according to claim 28, wherein said previously defined event as a starting trigger of a 
coincidence processing is at least one of an entry or withdrawal of said one of said elements (col. 
3 lines 4-13). 

8. As per claim 31, Koizumi teaches the invention as claimed, including the data coincident 
method according to claim 28, wherein an acquisition of said group of said elements in the 
second step, is made by using a survival signal which each element periodically transmits 
through a transmission means attached to each element (col 4 lines 13-46). 

9. As per claim 33, Koizumi teaches the invention as claimed, including the data coincident 
method according to claim 28, further comprising after fourth step: 

a seventh step for said elements to receive said common data (col. 5 Unes 32-34, 53-58; 
col. 6 lines 6-36); 

wherein only data obtained at the seventh step are used in a determination at fifth step 
(col. 5 line 49 - col. 6 line 29). 
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10. As per claim 34, Koizumi teaches the invention as claimed, including the data coincident 
method according to claim 28, wherein said previously defined event as a starting trigger of a 
coincident processing is an access to said common data (col. 3 lines 10-13). 

11. As per claim 35, Koizumi teaches the invention as claimed, including the data coincident 
method according to claim 28, wherein each element has an integrated circuit (IC) tag attached 
and said common data is held by the IC tag of each element (col. 2 line 40 - col. 3 line 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koizumi. 

13. As per claim 32, Koizumi does not specifically teach said common data in the fifth step 
being an element's price or an element's effective term held in an integrated circuit (IC) tag 
attached on said element. However, Koizumi teaches storing data that is to be reconciled in a 
very general sense, i.e. any type of data is supported, depending on the particular needs of the 
environment in which it is implemented (col. 5 lines 37-48). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art that the devices of Koizumi could store any type of data, including 
price, effective term, or whatever data is relevant to the particular problem to be solved. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments filed January 12, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive* 
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15. Applicant argues that Koizumi is directed to a different field of endeavor than the 
claimed application, in that each device among a plurality of devices can select correct data from 
redundant data. 

16. Applicant's arguments are not persuasive for several reasons. First, "[t]he question of 
whether a reference is analogous art is not relevant to whether that reference anticipates. A 
reference may be directed to an entirely different problem than the one addressed by the 
inventor, or may be from an entirely different field of endeavor than that of the claimed 
invention, yet the reference is still anticipatory if it explicitly or inherently discloses every 
limitation recited in the claims." See State Contracting & Eng ' g Corp. v. Condotte America, 
Inc., 346 F.3d 1057, 1068 (Fed. Cir. 2003). 

Koizumi teaches collecting data items from disparate devices in response to an update to 
a data item on a particular device. Once the data is assembled, the data is compared and the 
correct data is selected by majority rule. The other devices then update the data items to bring 
the data into coincidence. In spite of the irrelevance of Applicant's "field of endeavor" 
argument, it is plain that Korizumi is directed to a substantially similar field of endeavor, i.e. 
reconciliation of data. Moreover, Korizumi teaches the same method steps claimed. 

Conclusion 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earher communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Syed J. Ali whose telephone number is (571) 272-3769. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-5:30, 2nd Friday off 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai T. An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Syed Ali 
March 30, 2006 




